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provide flexibility with negligible risk of inadequate accountability.
5.  The Committee is encouraged by the efforts under way to improve the audit process.  We believe that further savings could be made if the frequency of both the revision of the indirect cost rate and the audit of direct and indirect costs were changed from annually to every two or three years with optional interim revision or audit in unusual circumstances.
6.  The Committee strongly supports reliance on the judgment of scientific peers as the best way to select research for support and to ensure accountability and quality in scientific performance. At the same time, the peer review system should be subject to regular reexamina-tion to ensure that its quality and fairness are maintained, a task to which the Forum might contribute.  In particular, the effects of the reduced ratio of projects funded to projects approved on peer review decisions about unsolicited proposals should be carefully monitored.
The system for ensuring scientific accountability could be strengthened by making past performance a more explicit factor in reviews of proposals and making such assessments a matter of record.
7.  Deliberate falsification of research data is an intolerable abuse of the scientific method. Nevertheless, despite the protection against fraud provided by the scientific method, cases have come to light from time to time. We know of no evidence, however, that breaches of ethics are relatively more common now than at other times in the history of science. Even so, widely publicized cases of fraud are damaging to science and a source of growing public concern.  Scientific fraud is not, of course, peculiar to the government-university relationship, but its impact on that relationship is profound. The Forum should consider the implications of the issue for the government-university relationship, and universities should redouble their efforts to maintain the highest ethical standards.
The primary responsibility for preventing scientific fraud rests with scientists and their institutions. Universities and investigators should make extremely clear their expectations of high ethical standards, should instill in students and new investigators the